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PAPERS OF THE AMERICAN SCHOOL OF CLASSICAL 

STUDIES AT ATHENS. 

DISCOVERIES IN THE ATTIC DEME OF IKARIA, 

1888. 



VII. INSCRIPTIONS FROM IKARIA. 

No. 8. 

Stele with inscriptions on both sides ; one (No. 8), of 24 lines, com- 
prising six transfer accounts, the other (No. 9), a decree of which por- 
tions of 49 lines remain. Length of stone 0.93 m. ; greatest width 
0.38 m. Found under the front wall of church. One edge is broken 
off clean, the other is complete on the side of the transfer account, but 
broken off obliquely on the other. 

No. 1. HMAPXOrTAPEAQKEr* 

APrYPIOAIOCYSOXX III 
OXXHPhr-C 
XXIIHHH H AAAH h M I I I 
No. 2. rAPEAQKEKE<t>AAAIOrMPrYPIO 

[hhikapioke^aaaiomxh:; 

TIIIHII 
No. 3. WAPEAQKEKE^AAAIONAPrYPIO 

IKAPIOAPrYPIOKE^AAIOl^XXH 

TYPIOTTTTXHAAr r-r- 
No. 4. AEMAPXOfTAPEAOKEH 

4> Al/ A I Of* TOA lOHY^O 

A PhlllA PAYPIOHOHO 

3N ;TTTTXXHHFAAArbr-(- I 
No. 5. EMAPXOMPAPEAOKEr* 

K E * A 1/ A lOr'TOA I N Y * 

AAP hllllA P A Y P I OHO* I 

3N = TTTTXXIflHPAAAI-l-h 
KAPAYPIOKE<t>A ON 

/// 
No. 6. AHMAPXOfJPAPEAOK P 

0;KE*Al/AIO NTTTTX X 
Y P I = K E* AP A I Or* XXX X 

3 io;apaypio:ke<|)AI'Aio 
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No. 1. 6 Belva 8"]i)/Mpj(&v irapeBcuKev 

K&f>d\euov~] dpyvpiov Atovvcrov XX[XX]HH 
• • • 'I/eapfJou XXHP I- hC [oo-iov dpyv- 
piov TTTT]XX|HHHHHAAAhhhllll . [d helva 
No. 2. BrffjLapx&v] irapiBrnKe icecpakatov dpyvpiov [Ato- 

vvcrov XXXXjFfH ''Iicapiov icecpdXaiov XXHH(?)[" ocriov 
dpyvpiov] TTTTHH [. . . d Belva 
No. 3. BvpMp^&v irapehmice ice<pd\aiov dpyvptov [Ato- 

vvcrov XXXX '^'Iicapiov dpyvptov icecp[a]\atov XX H 
• ocriov dp~]yvplov TTTTXHAAhl- K 
No. 4. 6 Belva ] Srj/iapx&v irapeBwKev 

dpyvptov ice~\cpd\aiov rov Atovvcrov 
XXXX . . . .]A T h 1 1 1 ■ dpyvptov ocriov 

<cecpakaC\ov TTTTX X H H P A AA r r r H I . 
No. 5. d Belva B^rj/iap-^cav irapeBcoicev 

dpyvpiov] icecpdXatov rov Atovvcrov 

] A A T h 1 1 1 1 • dpyvpiov oo-iov 

Kecpd\at]ov TTTTXXPHPAAAhHI- 
■jrapeBco ?]« ' dpyvpiov Kecpd[\at]ov. 

No. 6. d Belva ~\Br)pM,p*)(5)V •jrapiBmic[a~]p t ?[y- 

vpiov 6crt]ov icecpdXaiov TTTTX X 
Atovvcrov dpyjvpiov KecpdXatov XXXX 

. . . .'Iiea]piov dpyvpiov icecpdXaio[v XX. 

Comment. — Height of letters : in No. 1, 0.014 m. ; in Nos. 2 and 3, 
0.010 ; in Nos. 4 and 5, 0.017 ; in No. 6, 0.016. The inscription is 
not o-TotxTjBov, and even in the same line the letters vary considerably 
in size. The various accounts are not of the same date. The oldest 
are Nos. 4 and 5, which belong to the period 460-447, as is determined 
by the three-barred sigma, the form of the slanting nu, and other indi- 
cations, such as the form of the phi with somewhat flattened circle and 
crossbar passing beyond but slightly, and a strong tendency to slant- 
ing in the crossbar of alpha. Next in point of time was inscribed 
No. 6, in which there is an example of the Ionic use of H. But 
sporadic instances of this occur in Attic inscriptions earlier even than 
445 B. c, so that we need not ascribe No. 6 to a very much later date 
than Nos. 4 and 5, especially as the forms of the letters differ but 
slightly. Nos. 1, 2, and 3 were cut, as seems to me probable, at the 
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same time. The forms of the letters are the same in all, and the.differ- 
ent accounts are not so distinctly separated one from another as would 
probably be the case if they had been cut at different times. Thus, in 
Nos. 2 and 3 there is not space enough for the demarch's name to 
appear before hrifiap-xjiav on the same line, and it must be supplied in 
the previous line immediately following the conclusion of the preceding 
account. In these three accounts the Ionic element in the form of 
the letters strongly predominates. The gamma and lambda are Ionic, 
and the omega always appears in its proper place except in the first 
word. If this inscription were from Athens, we should unhesitatingly 
place the three accounts in the years immediately succeeding the archon- 
ship of Eukleides, but there is no certainty that the change of alpha- 
bet for public records was effected in the rural districts at precisely 
the same time as in the city. The very end of the fifth century is the 
most probable date that can be given. 

In the last line of No. 5, the K is, I think, certain, and involves 
an instance of a harsh elision, very rare in prose inscriptions. 1 The 
word TrapeSaice 1 " seems the most reasonable restoration in this place 
and is favored by the ending of the first line of No. 6, where a similar 
elision seems to occur, although the P is not certain. 

In the earliest accounts, Nos. 4 and 5, only two classes of funds 
are expressly mentioned, that devoted to the cult of Dionysos, and 
the 6<7iov dpyvpiov, where oaiov has the not unusual sense of " secular " 
as opposed to "sacred." 2 The last line of No. 5 must be a general 
recapitulation of the funds. In No. 6 a new fund is introduced — 
'Iicdpiov dpyvptov, " Ikarian money," and has its place beside the 
Dionysiac and secular funds in Nos. 1, 2, and 3, as well. Possibly, 
" Ikarian money " was a fund set aside for the worship of the epony- 
mous hero of the deme ; but, however this may be, the expression 
must be connected with the phrase which occurs in two of the other 
inscriptions, and it shows that there existed a body of " Ikarians " 
in a restricted sense distinguished from the Ikarians as a body com- 
prising the members of the deme as a whole. The explanation main- 
tained in the one case must hold good in the other. For further 

1 Of. Meistebhans, Grammatik der attischen InschriftenW, \ 23. 

la (_ Hpoir65ov] K&pyvplov Ke<pd[\at]ov j ['I/capfou. . . ? My squeeze shows some traces of 
letters at the beginning of line 20. — A. C. M.~| 

2 Cf. Deu. vs. Timokrat., \ 9 : rav Upuv fiev xfnm&rwy tovs deois, tw Saiwv Si t^v 
ir6\iv atrotTTepei. 
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discussion of the question, see below. The amount of the oaiov dpyvpiov 
(26,683 drachmas in No. 5) shows that the deme of Ikaria was far 
from poor. It is interesting to compare its religious funds with those 
of the neighboring deme of Plotheia, as we find them given in an in- 
scription (CIA, ii, 570). 

No. 9. 

H E S T E V l 
MKAP I E YS I MEfE ST 
TOr^AEMOTOHKA ITOM KA 
TOHAXOPE'AETOMHOTI M A H 

5. AfTIAOH hAEEhAITOfXP 

OAEMAPXOE I KOS I EMEPOf 

HAIAfJTIAOIIHETOr'AEM 

XOPEAOAr01>AI r'Er'TP IS 

AAOIAOSKATAl EAEr^TOH 

10. OSKAITOXOPEAOEXSOMO 

OS I MAEKAEMEPOHEM 

4ET0AAA I'MATOS HAT 

"TOAEMA PX OKA I TOH 

A I A YTO I S I E XSOMOS 

15. DTOXOPOISMEP OHE 

S A E A Or 1 A P E MTE K A I 

Oh.TOI STPOTOXOP 

P E I A A r" E r 4 I AYTOf* H 

POPF.MP E r^ EAMMEA 

20. r 4 EAPO~ir'Er | PEr J 

D A A I A I . =0X0 
EKAHAPAS ! HEK 
KA0EKASTOHTO 
HYSOPP ATT.E fAE 
25. OPTEHTOXOPEAO 

OHOSEAPOTI r" Er 4 
S I TE M EOPTEfO 
r 4 S T E P H E B A M 
TTEHEMEPAfA 
30. IPOEfTOIPYO 

XPOHEAPOTIr 1 

d r 4 x o p EAOr" 
i k or 4 A i a Er 4 

OfT P AAO I A 
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35. E?TOHXOPC 

P OTI r 4 ETO 

TTETOH OL 

A ESMEAE \f 

*\E^05 XP E 

40. =AXrtASKA 

AIPPATTE 

TO XO 

h»El/ A X EH 

OMMEA I A 

45. E S T A 

TTASTO 
NTEl^ EO 
5 A I E t 
E NT 

]?7 o-TrfKrj[ 
e$ox<re]v 'Iicapievo-t,, MepeorjjjaTO? elire . 
<fxrq<f>i<7[ia] t&v Brjfior&v Kal t&v 'lxa^pi&v elvat • rpay- 
aiB&v ov~\t(ov a/)(ppr\ryr\Tmv onv av [ 
5. %op'7''y€M' •] avTiBoaiv Be elvat, t&v yjp\i\pAT(ov airrov iv- 

avriov t~\ov Br)fidp%ov ei/coai i]pxp&v [ 

erjvat avriBocriv, rj tov Bi)/j,[ap%ov 
~]x°PVY°v airo<j>aCveiv Tpia\l fidprv<ri 
Tp~\ay<oiBoi><; KaraXeyeiv tov [ 
10. ]o? zeal tov ■xpprpfov e^o/jLo[crap,evov 

~\o<riv Beica r/fiep&v ep, [ Uvditoi 'Ixapi&v 
~]Be tov ayakfiaTOs a/n\rea6ai> 
evavTio]v tov Brjfidpxov Kal t&v[_ Brj/wT&v 
~\ai atiTolaij,?) e^op,oa\_aa-0ai, 

15. 7Tp~\cOTOJ(6pOl<; flij 7r[/3]o fj\_ 

] . . . eycova trkvTe «ai[ 

~\0V . TOl<S ■JTp<OTO')(pp\oi<; 

e\ireiBav eviavrbv '[ 
a\iroireiJbTrei,v, eap, fit) S[ 
20. ~\v, rj airoTiveiv irh>\re 

T]pa<yodi,Bol<; tov X°Lp 
B~\eK avBpaai ex [ 
~\Kaff" eicaaTOv to[v evvavrov 
At,o~\vvo-ov irpdrreiv Be\_ 
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25. e]oprrjv tow ■xpprf/ov\_ 

~\<ovo<; rj airoTLveiv\_ 
]<7t Tt)v eopTrjv 6[eov 
~]vo<; rrjv e/3&6/j,[r)v 
~\tt€I,v r\pApav a[ 
30. ](t t)po iv t<oi, Tlv6\Ju)i 

ix^)P ov V ofirorlv[_ 

t]ov j(ppr)<ybv[ 

e\iKova lBeiv[ 

t](ov Tpa<ya>i,h[5}v 

35. ]et? tov X°pL 

a]TTOTiveT(o [ 
irpaJTTeTco 6 8\_ijpMp%o$ 
]7»?9 p-r) Se X[ 
J/x.ei'o? j(pt)[jidT<op 
40. 8]jOfl%ua9 /ea[ 

#]al 7rpaTT^[T«B 
7rp]wTO^o[p 
]i» e\a%e '[ 
]o/i /m) St8[ 
45. ]eo- to8[ 

~\ttci<; tov\_ 
~\vrekeco\_ 

]iv t[ 

Comment. — The letters of the first line are larger than those of the 
second, and those of the second line are larger than those of the body 
of the inscription. Height of letters in first line, 0.013 m. ; in second 
line, 0.011 m. ; in the remaining lines, 0.009 m. The arrangement is 
aroiyrfiov, except in the first two lines. The surface is broken off on 
the left, but the extent of the stone is known, and, calculating from 
this, I estimate that there are seven letters missing in line 5, and from 
this we can easily determine the number to be supplied in other lines. 
The right of the inscription is entirely gone, but, judging the width of 
the stone from the restorations made in the inscription on the other side, 
I conclude that the number of letters to be supplied is about twelve. 

The form of the letters is that common in the last stage of develop- 
ment of the Attic alphabet, a period which in Athens falls between 
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447 b. c. and the archonship of Eukleides, when the Ionic alphabet 
was officially introduced. The lower bar of the sigma is often nearly 
horizontal, but this is an individual peculiarity of the stone-cutter. 
There is not a single instance of encroachment of the Ionic alphabet 
such as we meet with in No. 8, though there are four cases of omission 
of the rough breathing, namely, in lines 6, 11, 27, 29. But such 
omissions are very common in this period; 3 and the two words in 
which the breathing is omitted in this inscription, r/fiepa and koprrj, 
are especially liable to this. 4 In line 14, we have an almost certain 
instance of a dative in -oocn, which may serve to date the inscription 
more accurately within the period above suggested. Even in the 
earliest inscriptions there is a fluctuation in the use of —ourt, and -ot<?, 
and they continue to be used with about equal frequency until 444 
B. c, after which date there are only two occurrences of —outl, one in 
an Athenian decree of 434, and the other in a decree of the Plotheian 
deme inscribed in the Ionic alphabet, a remarkable instance of rural 
conservatism. 5 All points considered, I am disposed to place the date 
of our inscription between 447 and the beginning of the Peloponne- 
sian war. A few orthographical questions remain to be noted before 
we consider the subject matter of the inscription. 6 In 1. 4, are we to 
regard the nu of ovTtva as omitted owing to a blunder of the stone- 
cutter ? This is not the kind of mistake most frequently made ; 

3 Of. Roberts, An Introduction to Greek Epigraphy, p. 105. 

* Particularly, yfiepa, which in pre-Eukleidean inscriptions is more often written 
without the aspirate than with it. In looking hastily through CIA, I and IV, I 
have found 16 cases of the word without the rough breathing, against 9 cases with it 
and 6 cases in which a preceding surd mute is made aspirate, as ko8' rinspav. Of. 
KATHMEPANona fourth-century inscription found at the Peiraieus and published 
in Bull, de Corr. Hell, 1887, p. 131. These facts show that the rough breathing was 
very weak in this word, a circumstance which should not be overlooked by those who 
discuss its etymology. 

[Since writing this, I note that Batjnack (Studien am dern Gebiete des griech. und 
der arischen Sprachen, I 2, p. 240) cites, from the dialects, examples of this word with- 
out aspirate, and explains the processes by which this and other words may have 
acquired a secondary aspirate.] 

6 Cf. MbistebhansC 2 ), §47, b ; Catjer, De dialeeto Attica, p. 410. 

6 [The following is suggested as an alternative for lines 3-6, the first letter of line 
4 not being certain : 

Kara eroj] t&v Sr]fi.orai> (col rSv 'iKaptaf [SiJo rbi> A- 
loviaov oyjajvo x°Pvy € ^' Ta "' trraf av [KaraffTaBrtTo- 
v xopyyti'] ivrltitxriv Be elvcu ruv xp[lyuaVa»', 4& v v0 - 
viji, 4wl t]o5 Sij/idpxov eixoffi Tj/iepuv. — A. C. M.] 
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moreover, this document seems to be very carefully inscribed. I am 
loath, therefore, to consider it a blunder, and prefer to take oriva as a 
genuine form of the Attic vernacular. In the genitive and dative, the 
short forms otov and otq alone occur in Attic inscriptions. May not 
the popular speech have in like manner preferred an accusative form 
with the first element indeclinable, though for the second element 
there is no short form, as Homeric oriva ? The solitary instance of 
ovrtva is certainly not an insuperable obstacle to this opinion. 7 In 
the matter of elision, there is here the same inconsistency that charac- 
terizes Athenian inscriptions generally. 8 

The subject of our inscription seems to be a decree relating to the 
choregia, with special reference to antidosis. In the text of the trans- 
literation, I have given scarcely any restorations, because, even in 
places where I have found some that are plausible, they are too un- 
certain to be of value. The bare fact that there are only three lines 
in the inscription in which the number of letters extant is equal to the 
number to be supplied would not in itself necessarily be discouraging, 
if the subject were one upon which our information were more com- 
plete. But this ^decree is considerably older than our earliest literary 
sources on antidosis, which are found in the Attic orators of the fourth 
century, Demosthenes, Isokrates and Lysias ; and this is, moreover, 
a rural decree. Even with all the literary evidence, including the 
detailed account given in the Phaenippea, by Demosthenes, no one 
has yet been able to advance an entirely satisfactory explanation of 
the working of the system of antidosis ; and one has only to read the 
various contributions to the subject by German scholars, 9 especially 
the rather warm discussion between Frankel and Thalheim in Hermes, 
to appreciate what radically different views may be taken. 

If this inscription were complete, it would undoubtedly shed a 
flood of light upon the question, and enable us to arrive at its true 
explanation. But even the fragments preserved are of no little im- 
portance, and they settle conclusively at least one matter of dispute. 

' Of. MeisterhansW, 1 59, d; G. Meyer, Grieehische Grammatik, p. 401. 

8 Of. MeisterhansW, 1 23. 

9 Of. Bockh, Staatshaushaltung der AthenerW, I, p. 673 ff.; Dittenberger, Ueber 
den Vermb'gentausch und die Trierarchie des Demosthenes; Blaschke, Be antidosi apud 
Athenienses ; Thalheim, N.Jahrbuchf. Philol., cxv, p. 613 ff.; Frankel, Hermes, 
xviir, p. 442 ff. ; Thalheim, Hermes, xix, p. 80 ff. ; Lolling, De antidosi; Meier 
and Schomann, Der attischer Process^, p. 737 ff. Frankel hag the last word on the 
subject in his edition of Bockh's Sth. d. Athener, Note 883. 
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We have first to ask whether we have to deal with an original decree 
inaugurating the system or with a copy of an earlier regulation. De- 
mosthenes 10 states that antidosis was established by Solon. Frankel u 
thinks that this statement is to be credited only to the tendency of the 
Attic orators to ascribe all ancient public regulations to Solon ; but 
most scholars accept Demosthenes as a trustworthy witness. In any 
case, there can be no doubt that antidosis was regulated at Athens at 
a much earlier time than the date of our inscription ; there is, how- 
ever, nothing to prevent us from supposing that the system may at 
this time first have been introduced from Athens into the deme of 
Ikaria, and that the purpose of our decree was to furnish the neces- 
sary regulations for its adaptation to the choregic system in force in 
the demes. 

The first line of the inscription is evidently the heading, and sym- 
metry would seem to require something to be supplied on the right 
side (t^? xopwytas ?). The heading <jTrj\n ... is, I think, unique ; 
but we may compare a passage of Demosthenes where he uses a-rrjXrj 
in the sense of ifnj<f>io-fia. 12 Line 2 gives the name of the mover, 
while the decree proper begins in 1. 3, where we have the phrase tmv 
8r)/j,or&v koI t&v 'I/ca^pi&v, 13 with which we must compare the similar 
phrase T/ca/nefc . . . ical 6 Sjj/jo? 6 'Iicapiecov, which occurs in a deme- 
decree already published. 14 In both cases, " Ikarians " is used in the 
introduction in a general sense (i^n^ta-dai, 'Iicapievariv and eBo^e{v 
'Iicapievo-i), while it is afterward used in a special sense, as of a body 
distinct from the demesmen. Of the same nature is the 'licapiov 
dpyvpiov of Inscr. No. 8. 3. I know of no better explanation than 
that suggested by Professor Merriam, and given in the article on the 
deme-decree ; namely, that the " Ikarians " in the restricted sense are 
members of a gens claiming descent from the eponymous hero of the 
deme. While it is true that most names of this class are of the 
patronymic form in -S?;?, -tS??9 such as Ev/jloXttlScu, BpvnScu, etc., 
we have also in inscriptions" K^pu/ce? and 'ZaXafiivioi. 

10 Phaenippea, <S 1. u Hermes, xvm, p. 444, Note 1. 

12 Vs. Leptin., § 159 : KaX rijs Arniotpivrov ctt^Xiji vrepl ?s efae&opfiiai', iv fjyeypanrai ktK. 
13 1 supply -piav, not -pi4uv, since in fifth-century inscriptions the contracted form 
is the rule, and even in one of our later inscriptions we have 'Ixapiuv. 

14 Amer. Journal of Archaeology, iv, pp. 421-3. 

15 Cf. tov yevovs rov KripvKav, DlTT., Sytt., 385 ; 'A9i)vaiov, vr, p. 274, KaX €is rb yevos 
rb 2a\a/xivlwv. 
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The most important and interesting parallel is to be found in the 
phratry-decree, the continuation of which on the back of the stone has 
only recently been discovered. 16 In this inscription we have mention 
of the " House of the Dekeleians," rbv Aeice\ei&v oIkov, 6 lepev<; rod 
Ae/ceXei&v oIkov, etc., which is understood by Kohler to mean a gens. 
But in the portion recently discovered we find the phrase ottov av 
Ae/ceXetefc irpoa^oiTuxrw iv ao-rei, with which Lolling compares the 
passage in Lysias (xxni. 3) where the speaker tells of going to the 
barber-shop near the Hermai, "where the Dekeleians resort" (tW ol 
AexeXeif irpocrcpoiTSxriv), and asking all the Dekeleians whom he 
found there " whether they knew of a certain Pankleon, a demesman 
of Dekeleia." In this passage, Ae/ceXetet? obviously is used of the 
members of the deme of Dekeleia, and must have the same force in 
the corresponding phrase in the inscription : so that, in the same de- 
cree, we find " Dekeleians " used in the general sense of members of 
the deme of Dekeleia and in the more restricted sense of members of 
a gens of the same name tracing their ancestry back to the hero 
Dekelos. 17 This gens of the Dekeleians, as Kohler remarks, seems to 
have held some especially important position among the other gentes 
of the same phratry. In the same way, our Ikarians, owing, no 
doubt, to their reputed descent from the eponymous deme-hero, occu- 
pied a preeminent position, so that it was a traditional custom that in 
deme-decrees they should be mentioned as a distinct body. We know 
very little about the precise relations of a gens to a phratry or to a 
deme, but the gens was more a religious than a political body. So the 
" Ikarian money " was probably a religious fund belonging to the gens. 
Perhaps there existed a cult of the eponymous hero Ikarios, in which 
case we have a double explanation for the use of the word. 

In 1. 4 we have a form of the adjective a^op^^To?, the only occur- 
rences of which in literature are in Aristotle, where it has the mean- 
ing of " without supplies," based on the late use of the word xoprjyia. 
At this period, however, when ^oprfjia had its regular technical sense, 
it can only mean " without a choregos " or " not having served as chore- 
gos," according to the context. This line must be some regulation con- 
cerning the appointment of the choregos. 

le CIA, II. 841b; AeKrlov 'hp X <uo\oytK6v, 1888, p. 161 ff.; AJA, v, p. 137. 

17 [Since this was written, Topffer's A tlische Qenealogie has appeared, in which 
the same view of the Dekeleians is advanced (p. 289) and supported by the citation 
of HEROD., IX. 73 : ^a^dvrjs . . . S-ft/xou AeKeKetrjBev, Ae/ceAcW 5e rwv Kore tfryatrofievav 
Hpyov xf^ ai V LOV i K - T - *•• — A. C. M.] 
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In 1. 5, antidosis is first introduced, and one of the most important 
points in the whole inscription is furnished by the last two letters. 
For these letters can belong only to %pr)[idT<ov ; and we thus have the 
only-known instance of either avriSoav; or avriBiBco/Mi, when used in 
the technical sense, governing a word meaning property. In the Attic 
orators it is always an exchange of the liturgy, not of property which 
is spoken of. Dittenberger, Blaschke, and Frankel believe that no 
exchange of property was ever involved in the system, and give inter- 
pretations of the word in accordance with their theory. Dittenberger 
maintains that avriSoai? is used of the temporary confiscation which 
each party makes upon the property of his opponent. Blaschke, sup- 
ported by Frankel, claims that the word refers to Zuschiebung und 
Zurucksohiebwng of the liturgy by the two parties. 18 There are pas- 
sages in literature which seem to point clearly to an actual exchange 
of property ; but it is the object of Frankel's paper, referred to above, 
to discredit the evidence of these passages. In an inscription like the 
one under consideration, however, which furnishes the regulations of 
the system, there can be no talk of jests, or private proposals for set- 
tlement. 19 On the contrary, the phrase is absolute proof that the ori- 
ginal use of the word was that usually attributed to it, namely, an 
actual exchange of property ; however much its use in the fourth cen- 
tury may vary from this. In the Orators it is either employed in 
several distinct senses, or else there is a common meaning which has 
escaped the scholars who have considered it. For example, how are 
we to explain the phrase in the Phaenippea (§ 10) fiera t<x? apriBocreis, 
when no exchange of property had taken place ? 

In 1. 8, airofyaivew is the word used by Demosthenes for the giving 
in of an inventory of property by each of the two parties. 20 

In 1. 12, tov ayaK/juiTos must refer to some well-known temple 
statue, perhaps the Kultbild of Apollo, as YivOiwi is a possible resto- 
ration in the preceding line, and in 1. 30 the Pythion is plainly men- 
tioned. The oath was to be taken with the hand on the sacred statue. 

In lines 15 and 17, the form Trpcoro^opoK occurs. Athenaios 21 
mentions two plays having the title of irpar6-xppo<;. The lexicons 

18 Of. Dittenberger, Ueber den Vermogentausch, etc., p. 3 ff. ; Blaschke, Be antidosi 
apud Athenienses, p. 8 ff. ; Frankel, Hermes, xvm, p. 464, from whom the phrase 
Zuschiebung und Zuriiekschiebung is taken, as being a more compact translation of 
Blaschke's Latin than is possible in English. 19 Frankel, I. c, pp. 446-8. 

80 Of., for example, \ 9 of the Phaenippea. 21 vi, 240; VII, 287. 
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translate this as " the first chorus," but there is nothing in the passages 
to indicate that it had not rather a possessive compound meaning, 
" having his first chorus." The play would then be about some one 
who was choregos for the first time. This is certainly the more likely 
sense of the word in our inscription. In 1. 16 we must suppose some 
blunder of the stone-cutter, notwithstanding the usual care with which 
the inscription is cut. 

No. 10. 

Marble stele with akroterion, found north of the church. Total 
height, 0.375 m. ; width, 0.30 m. The lower portion of the slab is 
gone, and of the part remaining the left-hand side of the surface is 
split off obliquely. 

FYH<M30AIIKA elirev •] efv^dai T«a- 

I TOHAHMA PX pievtruv iiraivia-a\i rbv Stf/juipx- 

ETIMEAEITA ov . . 21 "St«] hri/ieXevra- 

A I ? A I K A I ? E t t&v 'I/capieav ev T]at? St«at? e- 

K I H A I S K A I 5 vjvafwvm<i, ev Tat?] /coeval? teal 
r A T Q r 4 A H M T ]ra rcbv Srifior- 

Comment. — Height of letters, 0.008 ; arrangement, crroixqSop. The 
date is probably the latter part of the fourth century. Estimating the 
portion of the stone which is gone and the average space taken by each 
letter, and allowing the same margin at the beginning of the line as 
at the end, I calculate that thirteen letters are missing in the first line 
and fifteen in the others. The restoration of the first three lines is 
obvious enough, except that in 1. 3 it is questionable whether to give 
only five letters to the demarch's name and insert «a\w? between the 
on and eirifieKeirai, or to supply a name of ten letters as I have 
preferred to do, in the belief that it is necessary to insert an adverb 
below. But of the remaining lines just enough is left to show that 
the decree has to do with certain functions of the demarch connected 
with lawsufts — a circumstance which adds to our disappointment that 
it is not intact. In 1. 4 we must supply a genitive as object of the 
verb eVt/ieXeiTat. A personal object of this verb is not unknown in 
inscriptions, and so t5>v 'Iicapieav, which gives the right number of 

n ' [_ Ka66ri'] &ri/«Ae<Ta[i Bims i.v 4itKrTrjt t]oJs Bbccus e[8 Kal Sixalas toij] KOivais, teal 
[eVtiv ayaBbs irepl] t4 tuv Sri/iorlav Trpiy/taTa ? A. C. M."l 

4 
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letters, is a possible restoration. One naturally connects the Kot,vai<s 
of 1. 5 with the BUai<; of the preceding line, and thinks of a distinction 
between the law cases tried in the city, in which the demarch would 
be the representative of the deme as a whole (therefore called icoivafc), 
and the more unimportant cases within the deme, in which the demarch 
administered the oath and put the vote, without, however, having any 
power of decision. The deme-assemblies sometimes acted as arbitra- 
tors in a suit, and then the demarch held a position not unlike that of 
the chairman or moderator of an American town-meeting. 22 The E 
at the end of 1. 4 cannot be the beginning of an adjective to contrast 
with Kotvalf, as it would have the predicate position, for which there 
would be no reason. This E must therefore belong to an adverb modi- 
fying iiri/ieXeiTai. The contrasting adjective to koivuU would then 
come at the beginning of 1. 6. 

No. 11. 

Base for a votive offering, with a socket cut in the upper surface. 
Length, 0.55 m. ; width, 0.50 m. ; height, 0.17 m. Height of letters, 
0.018 m. Seen by Milchhofer in the church, built into the wall sepa- 
rating the narthex from the nave. 

KH<l>ISIOSTIMAP/ K v 4>laio<i Tifidp[ X ov 

IKAPIEY5 'iKapieixi 

EYIAMENOSANEOHKEN eifrfievo? &vi0 V Kev 

TGIAIONYSQI t&i Aiovvo-ax,. 

Comment. — Published by Milchhofer in the Berlin, philologisohe 
Wochemchrifi for June, 1887, and Mitth. Inst. Athen., 1887, p. 311. 

No. 12. 

Marble stele with a square hole in the top for holding a small figure 
or statue. Height, 1.07 m. ; width, 0.43 m. ; thickness, 0.33 m. The 
socket in the top is 0.185 m. square and 0.15 m. deep. Upon the front 
side is represented in relief a beautiful crown of ivy. The right-hand 
upper corner of the top is broken, and a trifle is also broken away 
from the left-hand upper corner. 

P IMEAHTAITHSEF e]7rifie\7iTal rfji ip[ya<rla- 

STOYATAAMATC ? tov aya\/«M-o|> dvi- 

0ESAHTQIAION 6eaav t&c Atoi/[iW 

M Cf. CIA, ii, 578 ; Mitth. Inst. Athen., 1879, p. 200 ff. 
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Comment. — The iirifieXrjTai, appointed to oversee the making of 
some important statue, were crowned by the deme and dedicated a 
small figure to Dionysos in honor of the completion of their task. 
Cf. RangabS, Antiquitis HeU&niques, 1068 ; CIA, n, 1208 : 

ol al~\pe9e[y]T[e<; virjo ['A]\a[to»*> 
to ayJaX/ia irori<ra<r9ai rel 'A(f>[po8l- 
rei aTe<f>ajv(o6evTe<; virb r&v 8r)[fioT- 
5>v ave\9ecrav ret ' A^>po\_SiT€i, 

Then follow the fourteen names of the eVi/ieX^Tat appointed. The 
statue dedicated cannot be the one which they were to oversee, for the 
measurements of the base show that it could have held only a very 
small figure. The honor of crowning in our Ikarian case is indicated, 
not in the inscription, but by the relief of the ivy wreath. The two 
cases are, however, essentially parallel. The statue, rov ayd\fiaro<;, 
cannot be the same statue which is mentioned in Inscr. No. 9, for that 
is of much earlier date, and epyacria can, I think, refer only to the 
execution of a new statue, not to the restoration of an old one. 

No. 13. 

Massive block used as the lintel for the door leading from the 
narthex into the nave of the church. Length, 1.68 m. ; height, 
0.34 m. ; thickness, 0.22 m. At the ends are Byzantine ornaments. 

APKTOME A E TO 

EVT XXHC 

KAIT \HC 

Comment. — The large letters on the left were seen by Milchhofer and 
published in Mitth. Inst. Athen., 1887, p. 310. The larger letters are 
of Roman imperial date, the smaller from the third or fourth century 
B. c. The name in small letters on the left-hand end is 'Apia-ro/xeBrnv 
or ' Api<rrofi6VTj<;, while, of the large letters, Evt may be the beginning 
of any one of many names. On the right, I cannot make out the name 
in small letters. 23 The large letters of the first line seem to be a patro- 
nymic ending— aS^?. 

No. 14. 

Tombstone with relief representing a parting-scene of the usual type. 
23 [Perhaps 'Effliteo-Tos.— A. C. M.] 
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Below, a few letters of the inscription can be made out with difficulty. 
Height of letters, 0.022 m. 

[ MHMON?] ANAPOKAI? 

No. 15. 

Fragment of tombstone. Length, 0.565 m. ; width, 0.27 m. 

TIMOK TVok[>to5 

TIMOKPA TifioKpd[Tov<! 

Comment. — Seen by Milchhofer in the left niche of the apse. 24 Cf. 
the TifWKpiroi Ti/MOKparov; in the list of the prytanes of the tribe of 
Aigeis. 26 

No. 16. 

Fragment of marble block. Length, 0.72 m. ; width, 0.33 m. In- 
scription upon the end. Height of letters, 0.014 m. 

IO 
POSAH. 

No. 17. 

Fragment of rough stone, 0.35 m. by 0.27 m. 

KOI 

NOTE. — Inscription No. 1 (A J A, rv, p. 421) was dated about the 
middle of the fourth century, upon the usual criterion of the variation 
in the form of the spurious diphthong ov. As this diphthong has been 
found in the form o as late as the Chremonidean War, 266/63 B. c. 
(Droysen), 26 our inscription may be much later than was assumed above ; 
and, when the form of the n is taken into consideration, this becomes 
most likely. Dittenberger has traced the development in the forms 
of this letter as P , P", — rarely V , — fl , TT, and states that the form P 
is the only one which occurs earlier than the third century. This is 
accepted by Reinach (Traite" d' Itpigraphie Greoque, p. 205), and is, 
in fact, concurred in by epigraphists in general. Hence, I think that 

"Mitlh. Inst. Athen., 1887, p. 311. 

25 CIA, II, 872 ; see Seventh Annual Report of Am. School, pp. 85, 88. 

38 Meisterhans, p. 6, Note 21. 
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our inscription, notwithstanding the carelessness with which it is cut, 
should be assigned to the third century, especially as it is from a rural 
district ; and it is not likely that the change to n would take place 
outside of Athens before it had been adopted in the city itself.^ 

Athens, Carl D. Buck, 

February 4, 1889. Member of the American School 

of Classical Studies at Athens. 

27 [Whether the date of this inscription falls in the last quarter of the fourth cen- 
tury, or in the third, is of no great moment ; but it is time to protest against the above 
dictum of Dittenberger, especially as it appears to have become so far fixed that some 
inscriptions of the fourth century in which certain instances of II occur have been 
published as if P alone was there found, notably CIA, II, 834 b (of 329/8 B. a), 834 c 
(of 317/307 B. a), in the former of which a few cases of Fl are found in the fac- 
similes published by Philios, Ephem.Arch., 1883 ; in the latter, about half the entire 
number (some 75) have the right limb quite down to the line, or nearly so, but not 
one in the Corpus. 

The fac-similes of Philios are substantially correct, as shown by a squeeze of a part 
of CIA, ii, 834 c, for which I have to thank the discoverer of the inscription. These 
are from Eleusis, as is also another belonging to the fifth century, Bphem. Arch., 1888, 
p. 48, with fac-simile lithographed from a squeeze. Here, in one or two cases, the right 
limb reaches the line, and in several it lacks little of it. The same may be said of 
Bull. Corr. Hellen., 1888, p. 138, No. 6, found under the temple of Roma on the Akro- 
polis, an Athenian decree of the year 378/7. The 11, however, does not appear in 
the published text. Still, several instances of II assigned to the fourth century will 
be found in CIA, n, after excluding all those which have not passed under Kohler's 
eye, or been copied by the most careful hands. 

In the inscription of the Hagnias monument at Ikaria, the P has the right limb 
about three-fourths down to the line. This may also be found in inscription No. 8, 
above, and many times in that of Plotheia (early fourth cent.) mentioned already in 
Note 5, as I have ascertained through the kindness of Mr. Louis Dyer who has ex- 
amined the stone for me in the Louvre. — A. C. MJ 



